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Here has been formerly in Town a 
great Noife aad Difputation a- 
bout the paflage in Fo/epbus, that 
makes an honourable mention of 
our Saviour and his miracles; 
which was occafioned by Dupin’s not only giving over 
the Caufe, but ftrengthning the Deifts of our Times 
with the moft plamible Arguments he cowld, to prove 
that paflage was spuriows, and put in by the Chriftians 
themfelves. We have been often dekred toconfider of 
Dupin’s Arguments ; amd being lately reminded of it 
by a paper come to ourhands by {ome Learned Ano- 
aymus, we have thought fit to publifh what follows. 


Queft. Is 


An Anfwer to Six Arguments Recited by 
Dupin, to prove, That the Paffage in 
Jofephus, 22 which Chrift 1s mentioned 
a [purious. 


’ Hat the Style is intricate, ana not very 
6 fluemt, and different from that of Fe- 
. fephus; whofe Expreffions are general- 
* ty Clear and Elegant. , 


Arg. 1. 


Ar{w. This is Gratis dium; There is not the leaft 
Ground for fuch a fayiag, 


Avg. 2. * That ’tis evident this Paflage was inferted 
‘ afterwards into the Text of Fefephus, ule the co- 
*herence of the following fentence is interrupted ; 
* for inamediately after the end thereof we read-— 
* about that time the Fems began to be affliéted again 
* by another calamity. Words that have no manner 
. of Relation towhat went before concerning our Sa- 
* viour; which manifeftly relate to the Mafjacre of 
“the Fews, whom Plate had cauled to be flajn in Fe- 
* rufalem ; that came juft before this paflage concern- 
‘ing Jefus Chrift; which plainly fhews ( fay they) 
‘ that ic does not belong te Jojepbue, and that it has 
* been afterwaris added. 


Anfw, Nothing can be more evident than the order- 
ly connexion of what Fofeptus relates concerning our 
Saviour, to te words before-going, coacerning the 
Mifficre of thz fews, whom Pilate had caufed to be 
fain; who alfo cayfed our Saviour te be crucified ; 
erat Ae Kors TBToy rv yedvov Inoes, Ore, 
About this time, &c. No lef evident is the coherence 
of the words following to what he here retates wich all 
pofible Brevity (notthinking it conventent to infil Up- 
on fo dangerous @ fubjeét) concerning the Life and 
Death and Refurre&tion of our Saviour; Kj Um0 T3¢ 
wOTs> ey 2ivses fayshe. And about the fame Times. 
Why Times, and not Fime? Becaufé he refers both 
to the Time of the before-mentioned aap’, and 
to the Time of the Refurreétion of Chrift, and the 
Beieve raace of the Chriftians in their Profeffion that 

lowed thereupon; ¢cre voy TAY Pring ow) 


TEA "Qvopxo phe) Bn *BotAvre ebdov, Ki 
br) ads curse xecv]s, We. 

Arg, >, ‘They Argue, That in cafe this paffage 
‘were pa feparately, yet even then it might be 
/calily perceiv’d that they are the words of a Chriftie 
2, aad not of a Jem, Gnce Jelus Chrift ig ghere 
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called God, his miracles and Re furrection acknow. 
ledged ; and ‘tis declar'd, that thele things are fore- 
told by the Prophets; how can it be imagined that 
this can proceed from a Few, elpecially Fo/tphus, 
who feems to doubt of the miracles Recorded in 
~ Books that were written by Avchbrem Au- 
thors. 
Anjw, Jofeph i 

fw. Jofephus does not call Jefus Chrift, God ; bur 
exprefly calls him a wife man; usd< ys Qos "Avie 
are his very words, “Tis true, Jofephus {ays in Adinj- 
ration of him, bye "AvP po auTor Aer eqy Xen, if 
we may call him « Mer; intimating chat He was 
Jos ‘Alng, @ Divine Man; an Appellation given to 
any Wonderful Excellent Perfon. °Tis eafic to ima- 
gine how Jofephue might have a great Veneration for 
Our Saviour upon Account of his Miracles and Do- 
rines; and ‘yet not think it was Neceflary for him 
to defert the Mefaical Oeconemy; fuppofing that the 
Ceremonial Law was ftill in Force: fince we know 
that tome of thole who exprefly declar'd themfelves 
to be Chriftians, were of the fame Opinion, ‘Tis 
no wonder that Jofepbu fhould acknowledge, That 
{uch a Perfon as our Saviour fhewed himfelf to be both 
in Life and Doétrine, fhould be foretold by the Pro- 
phets ; fince in fo many places he plainly fhews, That 
his mind was poffeft of fuch Sentiments which are fo 
perfeétly agreeable to the preaching of Chrift and 
his Apoftles (which he could not but have heard 
much of ) and {0 contrary to the fentiments of the 
Scribes and Pharifees, and all ferts of Hypocrites 
amongft the Je~s. I fhail inftance in this 
moft Remarkable Paflage, 7i). 2. sonra Apionem ¢ 


ss . / - w~ ~~ 
Lo Hyueres Nomobetiy] uv mégos Tig Ageritg 
emolkoe Thy "EvctBasv, © (Our Lamgiver ) 
* did not make the True Worfhip ef God a part of 
* Virtue, but he faw that the teveral Virtues were 
* parts of it, and implied in the Nature of it; viz. 
* juftice, Temperance, Prudence, and a peaceable 
° Dilpofition, For all Aétions, (CMH XE yae al 


: Meazese), all Studies, Inclinations or Undertak- 
ings, and all Speeches or Difcourles ¢ AicPiGar ng 
: Aoy Flavzt¢) have with us fome Reference to 
the True Worthip of God : *’gaj rey pis 3e- 
Ov Merv PbS Ceccv ex BOL THY caPop..v. 

How contrary is this to the fentiments of the 
Scribes and Pbarijes, Hypocrites, and to all Few- 
ifh Hypocrites in all Ages, amongft all Nati- 
ons? How perfeétly agreeable to the Preaching of 
Chrift, and his Apoftles, Marth, 22. $7, 38, 29, 40. 
1 Cor, 10. 31. 1 Pet, 15. 16. Beye boly in all manner 
of Converfation ; becaufe it is written, Be ye Holy, for 
I am Holy, Levit.11. 44. 1 John 4.16, Gods Love, 
and be that dwelleth in Love, dwelleth in God, and God in 
bim. * Evo€feth, fignifies the true worfhip of God, 


which confifts (as to the J/nternal Ail) in the exercife 
of fuch an Affeétion towards God, which arifes from 
a Praétical, or Effe€tual Apprehenfion that he is infi- 
nite Good, fo that we ought not to Love or Affeét any 
Finite Objeét, but only in reference to him. Jc wouid 
have been a ftrange thing indeed, if Jofepbus had not 
written one word concerning eu7 Lord jefus Chrift, of 
whole Pious Life, and Ortbodox Preaching (io agreeable 
to the Senfe that MOSES had of the Moral Law) he 
had moft certainly a very high Efteem. 

Arg; 4 * What probability is there that Fofephue, 
* 4 perfon estreauity, addiied to the Tatcreft o his 
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own Notion, fhould {peak fo hencurably of Jefes 
Chill, wbom bo did cot believe to be the Meffish, 
, . 


“ ed in 1 in his book againft Ced/ws) 
and that he thould acufe his Countrymen, as hav- 
ing unwitiy put him to Death. 

o , 2 : , hat lof? 
Afwe, ‘that it is moft probable that je: 


tius {hould fpeak fo Honourably of our Saviour 
Lhave fhown already: He did not exprefly accuic 
his Countrymen of Injuftice in putting him to Death. 
jc is uncertain whether he thonght that he was the 
M let VOLS B 5H, only fignifies that he was 
the Perfen called Chrif/t, trom whom the Chrifitans re- 
ceived their Denomination. 


Arg. 6. * Fofepkus defcribing in the fame Book the 
‘ Martyrdom ef St. James , declares that he was the 
* Brother of Fejus Chrift ; now it he had made menti- 
‘ono: himin fome of the preceeding Chapters, he 
« would not have fail’d of taking noticethereot, or 
* at leaft he would in this place Lave added fomething 
* in his Commendation, 


Anf. \€ Sofepkus wad done, as thefe men fancy he 
fhould have dene, they would have had a far more 
plautible pretence than now they have, to have faid 
that fome things have been /ajferted im his Writings by 
the Chriftians ; for it would have been improbable 
that fo wife and cautiousa man as Fofephus (unlels he 
had been a proieft Chriftian) would fo openly, and 
frequently have expreft his Regards for our Savi- 

; allthe Proteftants in the ,world being {0 mad 
againgt him. ‘The great Affection which Fojephus de- 
clarcs himlelf to have to the Memory of St. James, fo 
Eminent a Difciple of Fefus Chrifi, who gave Tefti- 
mony with his Blood to the Truth of the Gofpel; I 
fay this Afteétion of his tothe memory of St. Fames, 
is a full and {efficient Argument to prove that the 
Honovrable mention of Je/m Chrift, which we find in 
the Writings of the fame Fo/ephus is as certainly, and 
unqueftionably his, as any paflage in all his Antiquities. 
He plainly and exprefly detefts the Sentemce that An- 
gus the High Prieft paft upon St. James, that he fhou’d 
be Stoned 10 Death . andhe fays it was Difpleafing to 
all good Men. "Oso Ae WiOnev 'Emtencsares trav 
Paro pny PA eivcel, &c. By faying he was the 
Lrother of Tefus Chrift, Jofeptus taid enough to make 
al! wife and good men to call to mind what he had 
faid of Chri}, and by faying no more of him here, he 
avoided the Fury of fuch Jews, as had their hands im- 
brew d in the Blood of his Dilciples. 


Viou! 


Arg. 6. © This Teftimony (fay they) is not only 
unknown to the Authors that liv'd before Eu/ebin, 
* but Origen exprefly denies that Je/epivs wrote any 
* thing concerning our Saviour. ——’Tis very ftrange 
fayshe, in Marth, that Jofephus who did not acknow- 
“ ledg Jejus Chriff as the Aieffiab, fhould give fo Au- 
thentick a Tefimony of the Innocence of St. James, 
< 
‘ 
‘ 


would he have fpoken to this Effeét, if there had 
been inhis tisve fo remarkable an Evidence of the 


frj{, Thete are Grigen’s words, Joaupasoy stv oT 
‘ ~~ ‘ , , s 
TA KCBy WGv3 KaredisieuaG, evot Xpisdv 
eV Thur lane a Artaico UN Eyxorbeuse T01- 
GUTH’, ; 
‘Tis evident that Origen’s meaning igthis, that ‘tisa 
wondertul thing that Jojephus, being not Converted to 
the Chriftian Rel'gion, fhould give fo ample a’ Tefti- 
mony, That St. James was a moft Juft and Upright 
Man. We fay, as Origen did, rhat ’tis a wonderful 
thing: And we are confident that it did proceed from 
the Opcration of the Spirit of GOD, who alone (as the 
] jaluaft {peaks doth great wonders, 


© Theoderet (fays Dupin) has alfo obferv'd, that Jo. 
¢ fepbus knew not our Saviour. But nothing is more 
‘ coulideraide than the filence of Photius, asto this mg. 
ter, who making an exact Epitome of the Books of 
Jojephus, takes no notice of this Patage concernj, 
[ejus Christ, which ‘he would not have omitted, if jf 
had beentken founiin all the Copies of the Writings 
of Jofepkus, and it he had believ dit written by him. 


Arfw. Photius has thefe very words, having fhoken 
of the Death of St. Jotz Baprifl Katx TeSy Crip 
X06 a LooTHei0v vye } sve, Palos 3 About the 
fame time was the Paffion of our Savi ur. And there’s 
no doubt but Photivs would bave infifted longer op 
this Refleétien, if he could have :magin d there could 
ever have been in After Ages fuch a lort of A’ypocr;. 
cal Gentlemen, profeiiing themfelves to be Chrifians, 
who pretend to {ee farther into the Defeéts of the An: 
tient Champions of the Chriftian Religion, than any of 
their AccutefR Heathen Adverfaries could ever do, eg. 
deavouring to evacuate this Teftimony of Jofeptus, in 
which the great Eufebsus Triun:phs over the profeffed 
Enemies of the Gofpel, Hift. Eccl. Lib. 1. Cap, 11, 

The high Encomium that Jofepkus gives of St. Jobs 
Baptifi, isanother Argument to prove that he had 
fuch an Honourable Opinion of our Saviour, as js 
expreft in thofe words which We have un. 
dertaken to demonftrate to be 4/#. What Theodoreg 
faysis fofar from Invalidating our Affertion, that it 
plainly confirms it: His words are thele, Comm, ir 
Dan. Cap. 12. ob woeAces VSd\abev TW M&K cCtoy An- 
VIHA Meyisoy kwenchasy Peo@itav, procerds Ei 
KEEWS lwoneaos 6 Efcaos, TO pty Kesvawno 
& seSatpevog Kierypece, ticle KAvbeav ngla- 
Tesv 3n aevexdutvoc, Crce We fay, as Theoderet does, 
that Fofeyhys did not profefs the Chriftian Religion ; 
which is all that can be made of thefe words, 4) 
Keistawinay 3 Aedeucros Kieuyux., And we fay 
alfo, as he does, that neverthelefs he would not for- 
bear to declare the Truth; aiidit GANIeaY Kelme 
Tew sn cvexdqarvos, . 

We fhall conclude with the Teftimony of St. Mie. 
rome; In Catalogo Seriptorum Ecclefiafticorum: Scripfis 
autem de Domino in bunc modum, Eodem tempore fuis 
Fefus, Vir Sapiens, fi tamen Virum Eum oportet dicere: 
Eras enim mirabilium patrator Operum, © Dolor corum, 
gui libenter Vera fufcipiunt, ©. 
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jJ2ert! Thursday wil be JOubliMt, 

EK} PROPOSALS for Printing by Subfcription—An Hi- 

tory of allthe Remarkable Providences which bave 
happened in thes prefent Age, as alfo of what ws curious tm 
the works of Nature and Art, with parallel InStances from 
former Ages——By W. TURNER, M. A. and Vicar of 
Walberton in Suffix. PROPOSALS and SPECIMENS 
giving a full account of this Work, may then be had of 
the :Undertaker, fokn Dunton, at the Raven in Fewen 
fireet, and by Edm, Rishardfon, near the Poulsrey 
Church, and of moft Bookfellers in London, and the 
Country, 

WS Monfieur Claud’s Sermen, upon the Deathof 
the Queen, will be publifht on Friday next, done into 
Englifh from the 2d Edition, Printed at the Hague. _ 

Oft about ten days paft two Watches done up 

Brown-paper ; as alfo, about the fame time, @ 
Pocket-book of Accounts, in which was alfo divers 
loofe papers, whereof one was a Receipt of Eighty 
Pounds, dated the 14th day of December \aft, whoever 
brings the faid Watches or Pocket-book, to Mr. Jobs 
Newman, in Vince-Cours, in Vine-ftreet, againft the Leslee 
Minories, fhall receive as a Reward forty Shillings for 
the Watches, and five Shillings for the Pocket-book. 


